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Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Applicants would like to thank Examiner Jones for taking the time to conduct a telephone 
interview on December 28, 2007. Applicants' representative Kathryn Wade and Examiner Jones 
discussed the newly made restriction requirement and its timeliness. Applicants' representative 
and Examiner Jones also discussed the previous restriction requirement mailed November 19, 
2005, Applicants' response to the same, and the Examiner's withdrawal of that restriction 
requirement. The status of the case also was discussed with respect to the claims that previously 
were indicated to be allowable if rewritten in independent form, and with respect to the fact that 
the claim amendments submitted in the Response to Final Office Action did not affect the 
allowability of the claims that previously were indicated to be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form. Applicants' representative respectfully disagreed with the Examiner's 
assertion that the Patent Office had "advised of the necessary things needed to distinguish the 
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inventions over the prior art." Applicants' representative pointed out that although it is believed 
that the cited prior art does not read on the present invention, Applicants have, in fact, amended 
the claims in response to each rejection made by the Patent Office in the interest of advancing the 
prosecution of this application. Agreement was not reached, and Applicants agreed to file a 
response to the current restriction requirement. 

If there are any issues which can be resolved by telephone conference, the Examiner is 
invited to call the undersigned attorney at (404)853-8000. No fees are believed to be due; 
however, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees due or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 19-5029. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By:Kathryn H. Wade, Ph.D. 
Reg. No. 54,682 
Attorney for Applicant 
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